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Below Is a communication from the EXAMINER In charge of this application 
COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS AND TRADEMARKS 



^g/THE PERIOD FOR RESPONSE: 
a ) C3 is extended to run 



ADVISORY ACTION 



. or continues to run _ 



_ from the date of the final rejection 



b)' s CQexpires three months from the date of the final rejection or as of the mailing date of this Advisory Action, whichever is later. In no 
jf^ event however, will the statutory period for the response expire later than six months from the date of the final rejection. 

Any extension of time must be obtained by filing a petition under 37 CFR 1.136(a), the proposed response and the appropriate fee. 
The date on which the response, the petition , and the fee have been filed is the date of the response and also the date for the 
purposes of determining the period of extension and the corresponding amount of the fee. Any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 
1.17 will be calculated from the date of the originally set shortened statutory period for response or as set forth in b) above. 



Q Appellant's Brief is due in accordance with 37 CFR 1.192(a). 

^.Applicant's response to the final rejection, filed 4 * / f ^ has been considered with the following effect, but it is not deemed 
> place the application in condition for allowance: 



'SfcApf 



1 . □ The proposed amendments to the daim and /or specification will not be entered and the final rejection stands because: 

a. □ There is no convincing showing under 37 CFR 1.1 16(b) why the proposed amendment is necessary and was not earlier 

presented. 

b. □ They raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search. (See Note). 

c. □ They raise the issue of new matter. (See Note). 

d. [J They are not deemed to place the application in better form for appeal by materially reducing or simplifying the issues for 

appeal. 

e. Q They present additional claims without cancelling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. 
NOTE: 



!. Vg] Newly proposed or amended claims. 



, the non-allowable claims. 



1&. 



. would be allowed if submitted in a separately filed amendment cancelling 



3. to^l Upon the filing an appeal, the proposed amendment^Ky will be entered Q will not be entered and the status of the claims will 
^>*be as follows: 



^be as follows: 
Claims allowed: 



Claims objected to: 

Claims rejected: *j fff I loj f7 



However; 



Applicant's response has overcome the following rejection(s): US>c U2 



35 USc ) 12 rJofc 



C5j 



^raj The affidavit, exhibit or request for reconsideration has been considered but does not overcome the n j< i timi In Vfc^ii^j 



3^ J^-Myc 



1 



S. □ Tho affida v it or onh i bit w i l l no t bo o onoidoro d b 

prejjuutmJ. 



< CctotiMR And 
appl i oont hoo n e t oho w n goo d and ouffio 



' onh i b i t w i l l no t bo o ono i doro d booouoo appl i oont hoo n o t oh o w n no i 

<Ab a pets** f<f &r£i*+y S*c\l\ i« 44.^. 



> w h y i 



ooj Ii 'o p 



n The proposed drawing correction Q has Q has not been approved by the examiner. 
□ Other 
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1. In the August 10, 1999 declaration (Paper no. 8), Mr. Brada refers to the Steel Product? 
Manual as evidence that one skilled in the art would have interpreted the term "tool steel" as 
originally recited in the specification as disclosing the presently claimed "blocks". However, 
Steel Products Manual page 5 states that tool steels are produced in a number of forms, including 
"forgings" as well as numerous other forms. Then, page 7 of Steel Produ cts Manual states that 
forgings of tool steels are produced in many shapes including "blocks" as well as numerous other 
shapes. Nothing in Steel Products Manual grants any special status to the production of "blocks" 
of tool steel, but merely indicates that one possible shape of one possible form out of many 
possible shapes and forms that tool steels can be produced in is that of a "block". The examiner 
therefore concludes that the original disclosure of "tool steel" (in general) in the specification as 
filed does not convey the essence of the specific term "block". 

2. The rejection under 35 USC 1 12 first paragraph based upon claimed terms "block" and 
"maintaining. . . stationary" stands. 

3 . Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to George Wyszomierski at 
telephone number (703) 308-253 1 . ■■ 



GPW 

August 12, 1999 




